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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in response to the amendment filed 10/4/06. Claims 9-1 1 
and 16 are cancelled. New claim 24 has been added. Currently, claims 7, 8, 12-15, 17 
and 24 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 7, 8, 13-15 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brydon (USP 5,1 14,285) in view of Morita et al. (USP 5,058,285). 

Brydon teaches a template (10) for preparing a door (20) for mounting a 
hardware having first and second spaced apart, aligned, substantially parallel faces (50, 
60) with first and second sets of perforations (80), third perpendicular face (70) with a 
third set of perforations (80) forming a channel ('285, figure 4). Please note that in 
figure 4, Brydon teaches perforations (80A and 80B :see figure below) on the parallel 
faces, at least in part, not being aligned (i.e. the lower holes 80A do not line up with 
80B). Furthermore, Brydon teaches the first, second, and third sets of perforations 
configured to correspond to the position of door fixture mounting holes ('285, col. 1 , 
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lines 47-51). Regarding claim 8, the substantially parallel faces are spaced from each 
other at the third face a distance greater than a thickness of the door and the template 
is configured to mount over a door edge with a slip fit (see fig. 4). Although Brydon does 
not disclose the template allowing the door to be in a closed position, it would have 
been an obvious matter of design choice to modify the template of Brydon with the 
thickness of the template faces being sized to allow the door to move to the closed 
position with the template mounted on the door edge, since such a modification would 
have involved a mere change in the size of a component. A change in size is generally 
recognized as being within the level of ordinary skill in the art. Brydon also teaches the 
first, second, and third sets of perforations configured to correspond to the position of 
door fixture mounting holes (see column 1, lines 47-51). Regarding claims 13 and 17, 
Brydon teaches the three sided template being formed from a rigid material, therefore it 
would not deflect ('285, abstract, lines 1-2). 

However, Brydon fails to teach a first, second, and third group of one or more 
lines connecting and identifying the first, second, and third sets of perforations in the 
template. 

Morita et al. teaches a template (1 ) comprising a group of one or more lines (6, 7) 
connecting and identifying each of the sets of perforations in the template ('285, figure 
1a and col. 2 lines 61-64 and col. 3, lines 15-17). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the template of Brydon, in view of Morita et 
al., such that it would provide the template of Brydon with the concept of having lines 
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connecting and identifying each of the sets of perforations for the purpose of more 
easily distinguishing one set of perforations from another. It should also be noted that 
when holes (80A and 80B) are connected with lines, they would be, in-part, not aligned. 




Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 7 and 14 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 12 and 24 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



examiner should be directed to Sara Addisu at (571) 272-6082. The examiner can 
normally be reached on 8:30 am - 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Monica Carter can be reached on (571) 272-4475. The fax phone number 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
Sara Addisu 

(571)272-6082 t 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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